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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 23-51 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention thereof 
by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another 
who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of 
section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant 
for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American 
Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual 
Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do 
not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly 
or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference 
is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by 
the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 23-25, 28-33, and 36-51 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Yamane et al USPN. 6317786. 
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As per claim 23, Yamane et al teach a system for monitoring data 
flow in a web application hosted on a server, comprising 
(abstract) : 

a data collector which intercepts a HTTP request coming into 
the server and a HTTP response leaving the server in order to 
collect data passed between components of the web application 
[web traffic data is intercepted and collected as shown in table 
3, col. 12, see col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 3]; and 

a graphical display which displays the collected data [Fig. 
6-9 and col. 21, lines 53-67] . 

As per claim 24, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 23, 
wherein the collected data comprises one selected from the group 
consisting of data contained in the HTTP request (table 3, #10 
and 13), data contained in the HTTP response (col. 3, lines 65- 
67) , properties of a dynamic component invoked by the server to 
process the HTTP request (table 3, #7 and 8), data contained in a 
cookie associated with the HTTP request (table 3, #21), data 
contained in a cookie associated with the HTTP response (table 3, 
9 which could include cookie), and combinations thereof [col. 12 
line 37 to col. 13, line 17; see table 3, col. 12] . 

As per claim 25, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 24, 
wherein the collected data further comprises properties of a HTTP 
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session associated with the HTTP request [see table 3, #1,2, 13 
and 14] . 

As per claim 28, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 23, 
further comprising a directory (database 112, fig.l) for storing 
the collected data [col. 20, lines 50 to col. 21, line 52] . 

As per claim 2 9, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 28, 
further comprising means for retrieving the data stored in the 
directory and for updating the graphical display with the data 
[col. 20, lines 50 to col. 21, line 52] . 

As per claim 30, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 2 9, 
further comprising means for deleting data associated with a 
selected HTTP request from the directory [col. 14, line 52] . 

As per claim 31, Yamane et al teach A system for monitoring data 
flow in a web application (abstract) , comprising: 

a server which hosts the web application [fig. 1, web server 

102] ; 

a data collector which intercepts (web traffic data is 
intercepted and collected as shown in table 3, col. 12) a HTTP 
request coming into the server and a HTTP response leaving the 
server in order to collect data passed between components of the 
web application [col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 3. see also col. 
13, lines 19-63]; and 
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an application which provides a graphical display for 
displaying the collected data [Fig. 6-9 and col. 21, lines 53- 
67] . 

As per claim 32, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 31, 
wherein the collected data comprises one selected from the group 
consisting of data contained in the HTTP request (table 3, #10 
and 13), data contained in the HTTP response (col. 3, lines 65- 
67) , properties of a dynamic component invoked by the server to 
process the HTTP request (table 3, #7 and 8), data contained in a 
cookie associated with the HTTP request (table 3, 21), data 
contained in a cookie associated with the HTTP response (table 3, 
9 which could include cookie), and combinations thereof [col. 12 
lines 37 to col. 13, line 17; see table 3, col. 12] . 

As per claim 33, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 32, 
wherein the collected data further comprises properties of a HTTP 
session associated with the HTTP request [see table 3, 1,2, 13 
and 14] . 

As per claim 36, Yamane et al teach a system for test -running and 
debugging a web application, comprising: 

a server which hosts the web application [fig. 1, web server 

102] ; 
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a client requesting resources from the server [col. 4, lines 
50-54] ; 

a data collector which intercepts an HTTP request sent by 
the client to the server and a corresponding HTTP response sent 
by the server to the client in order to collect data passed 
between components of the web application [col. 3, lines 6 0 to 
col. 4, line 3. see also col. 13, lines line 19-63]; and 

an application that provides a graphical display for 
displaying the collected data [Fig. 6-9 and col. 21, line 53-67] . 

As per claim 37, Yamane et al teach the system of claim. 36, 
wherein the collected data comprises one selected from the group 
consisting of data contained in the HTTP request (table 3, 10 and 
13), data contained in the HTTP response (col. 3, lines 65-67), 
properties of a dynamic component invoked by the server to 
process the HTTP request (table 3, 7 and 8), data contained in a 
cookie associated with the HTTP request (table 3, 21), data 
contained in a cookie associated with the HTTP response (table 3, 
9 which could include cookie), and combinations thereof [col. 12 
lines 37 to col. 13, line 17; see table 3, col. 12] . 

As per claim 38, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 37, 
further comprising an integrated development environment which 
starts the server in a separate process [col. 6, lines 46-65]. 
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As per claim 39, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 38, 
wherein the graphical display is accessible from within the 
integrated development environment col. 6, lines 46 to col. 7, 
line 49] . 

As per claim 40, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 38, 
wherein the client is accessible from within the integrated 
development environment [col. 6, lines 46 to line 4 9 and col. 20, 
lines 50 to col. 21, line 52] . 

As per claim 41, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 38, 
wherein the integrated development environment comprises a 
mechanism that listens for requests from external processes and 
updates the graphical display in response to a notification from 
the data collector [col. 16, lines 32-40] . 

As per claim 42, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 37, 
further comprising a directory (database 112) for storing the 
collected data [col. 20, lines 50 to col. 21, line 52]. 

As per claim 43, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 42, 
further comprising a mechanism running as part of the client 
which updates the graphical display with the data stored in the 
directory [col. 5, lines 46-60]. 
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As per claim 44, Yamane et al teach a system for test -running and 
debugging a web application comprising: 

a server which hosts the web application [fig. l, web server 

102] ; 

an integrated development environment which starts the 
server in a separate process; a client requesting resources from 
the server [col. 14, lines 26-49]; 

a data collector which intercepts an HTTP request sent by 
the client to the server and a corresponding HTTP response sent 
by the server to the client in order to collect data passed 
between components of the web application [web traffic data is 
intercepted and collected as shown in table 3; col. 12 col. 3, 
lines 60 to col. 4, line 3]; and 

an application that provides a graphical display for 
displaying the collected data [Fig. 6-9 and col. 21, line 53-67]. 

As per claim 45, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 44, 
wherein the collected data comprises one selected from the group 
consisting of data contained in the HTTP request (table 3, 10 and 
13), data contained in the HTTP response (col. 3, lines 65-67), 
properties of a dynamic component invoked by the server to 
process the HTTP request (table 3, 7 and 8), data contained in a 
cookie associated with the HTTP request (table 3, 21), data 
contained in a cookie associated with the HTTP response (table 3, 
9 which could include cookie), and combinations thereof [col. 12 
lines 37 to col. 13, line 17; see table 3, col. 12]. 
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As per claim 46, Yamane et al teach the system of claim 45, 
wherein the collected data further comprises properties of a HTTP 
session associated with the HTTP request [see table 3, 1,2, 13 
and 14] . 

As per claim 47, Yamane et al teach a method for monitoring data 
flow in a web application (abstract) , comprising: 

sending a HTTP request to a server hosting the web 
application [col- 4, lines 50-54]; 

receiving a HTTP response from the server [col. 3, lines 60 
to col . 4 , line 3] ; 

intercepting the HTTP request and the HTTP response on the 
server in order to collect data passed between components of the 
web application [col. 7, lines 6-28]; and 

displaying the collected data on a graphical display [Fig. 6-9 
and col. 21, line 53-67] . 

As per claim 48, Yamane et al teach the method of claim 47, 
wherein the collected data comprises one selected from the group 
consisting of data contained in the HTTP request (table 3, 10 and 
13), data contained in the HTTP response (col. 3, lines 65-67), 
properties of a dynamic component invoked by the server to 
process the HTTP request (table 3, 7 and 8), data contained in a 
cookie associated with the HTTP request (table 3, 21), data 
contained in a cookie associated with the HTTP response (table 3, 
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9 which could include cookie), and combinations thereof [col. 12 
lines 37 to col. 13, line 17; see table 3, col. 12]. 

As per claim 49, Yamane et al teach the method of claim 48, 
wherein the collected data further comprises properties of a HTTP 
session associated with the HTTP request [see table 3, 1,2, 13 
and 14] . 

As per claim 50, Yamane et al teach the method of claim 47, 
wherein the HTTP request is intercepted prior to the server 
making any modifications to the HTTP request [col. 7, lines 30-49 
and col. 12, line 37-46] . 

As per claim 51, Yamane et al teach the method of claim 50, 
wherein the HTTP response is intercepted prior to the server 
making any modifications to the HTTP response [col. 12, line 37- 
46 and col. 12, line 37-46] . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically- 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this t itle, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
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hooks (as for the hooks see the rejection made above in claim 

26) in a plug- in on the server to intercept the HTTP request and 

HTTP response in order to collect data [col. 6, lines 22-36] . \ 



Conclusion 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin M 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 703-305-5971. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be 
reached on 703-305-9717. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
703-746-7239 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-304-3900. 



Yasin Barqadle 
August 20, 2 003 



